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REMAR KS 

Claims 1-3 and 5-43 are pending in this application, with claims 1, 28 and 35 being 
independent, independent claims 1. 28 and 35 along with claims 30 and 39 have been amended. 
Claims 29 - >e< celed No new matter has been added by way of this 

i < P ie< j lui uu» in kit\ ^\ >. J/va 

bold type 

Eieawn/Resitietims 

I, Applicant's election wis hoy! traverse of claims 1-3, 5-43 in the reply 8 led ok 
■ ift a di».i»>rtiiducU Applicant elected Species Vi to alleged that < . s v* * 5- 
43 readable ots the elected Sp W iev tl»%\«ver figure 8 of the elected Species does not 
show the folUm i fire ext gure 3), or !»c <iterm pull 

s s t S usd .ir serges > 'mp 

s{ « m s t is s^ in rl<e aiatm puP s I tons it 1? 

uiuiisf 5 ! 1 . t ! " ml is: s - > 'u - i,> '< ^ v ition of 

hii :< s - sjfore, claims 2, 3, 5, 1 1 7. and 26 are wiliulrasvn fro* farthei 
consider ation pursuant to 37 CFR L!42{b}> as being drawn to a mmelected Species, 
Users beings i f > < it ! generic m linking laltn Flu Rest! iction requirement is 
cvniv\ 1 > us stirr i«jf< mad FINAL. 

Without er\s posits I nci 

> o ;cci u \pp' va U\ C h lo dun claims 2. 3, 5, 11-17 and 2r> Inn e K-ei is id di w n 
H v \o W ^ oix Mtntht ran, o> , i le. , el 1 [ 1\ 

- ^ . v - page 20, lines 17-21 of the application as describi g< mity sense 

1 : e . » n c< ^ ^ \ s o ~,^s tb.n he pnnrnr\ ^ersj- ,s ens v v V x vitod m'I' a \t 
ivdule > < - kJ i, fie \ m p u Kutton '4 ^ov\r ir Hd 6 However, as 
oo.K) ' u 1 1 -.ppl a it co mlku^- * sun 50 shown m F'G. S also includes? a sonas 

s ->v N w S '.^1 t 1 ! t\ • \ssU < 

submit ih a J, I: " V k a u not be withdrawn 

Cfefo* Rejections - 35 £?SC § 

5 ( lalms 1.6. 7 1S-21 2". 2S 31, 32 ate rejected mules 35 t .->.< . 102(b)as 

being asukspated by Morgan et al. 

Morgan et at. discloses an apparatus for remote inspection of emergency 
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i <! lector 48 located from » s 1 pitpmett* i 

46 for detet en ency cqoipn fa Hi « 46 sod is separate!} 

located with respect to the defibrillator, wherein the emergency equipment station 
including a defibrillator station 10 with a portable defibrillator and an electronic 
«lr««H in the communicator 14 for communicating with a remote central station 24 
to issue an RF signal for accessing the emergency equipment station 46 (see figure 5 
and column 6, lines 52-67), the communication from the emergency equipment 
station is configured to interface with a hardwire connection such as telephone lines 
^ ct> ; inw m.v 54=. 

- ' - s >pCCUO» Of 

v , ^ t ( n i n f 1 1 d v o . v. t t tvvt.jp' 

) k ! > I kv it » e e > t c 

J.iv.Ui> » m dv -v ^ * „on to viewing of or access to the emergency equipment 

c.„ t t t. - 'v adesa defibrillator station with a pom, m e„ ' - a 

,1^' nion Fhe apparatus includes sn electron;;' circuit that is 
in c >n rmm ? <ad a remote central station. Hie electronic- circuit .can. 

tssu? a ?i t> v , „ , ,s ' -taLon upon detection of the obstruction to me emergen-., y 
equipment station.. 

The applied art is not understood to disclose or to suggest features of amended 
r.oepc te clui , n rvnv.pk Uiv at! s'ta mdets;.. x todis i> v u tosug e 'adeiectox 
,x 't\ , v ^ c t J > J'.^Oio, of the? e^ctx of an ol 

> , v s , ' v , e\ wini 

.Morgan describes a defibrillator 10 which may be activated by a user requestor 48 so that 
e M\\ rtoi v > d torn a locked holder 46 (see FIG. 3). The user requestor may 
he a butim, hver. - >nuch thai inggcrs a sequence of signals iwiili a communication station) to 
i ocl hsdefib or for use acs ss In 1 - egart and as cited 1 lie i 1 ~' Morgan 
reads: 

Pi? 3 C\.y. one exampk- i r '?<tii>it n ■' a notakabon aw this 
example, the * and .>,.>" communicator . disposed i a locked holder 46. To 

v ! j v v as J i j i - s ' f > 

cquc^tcr 48 m t e swnd the use requester 48 & <« 

i s tgnal to the communication station on t > nctwos 

dxoneh defibrillator >. i s r + t response, she communication station (3) sends a. return 
dgtial t, the defibrillator communicator authorizing the operation of a lock actuator 52 to open 
!(\ * -0 so u a dm mu >.as ,w.cct<;. Ik- defi.ho!Uior. (!) Usspat Ji > cmagt..K , a > , i k 
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\ defibrillator's location; and (3) begins sending any required r;;;e itoor;na;K>i; or o r i signals 
so she deist itor. tool. 6, boss 32 i 

Thus, the user requestor 48 provides an interlace to grant a user access to the defibrillator 
bstructio It, on unhermore, referri > 5 v. on 

toe*- \\ u x s I ^ i ids v\ teteh a oe ao> -> 

obstruction for viewing 

^ i to! t <U , t n i.vi d.toxaiutJt j' 

„ - >v i \ --jimm .: ' < o. detection of the presence of an obstruction, to viewing of or 

1 t ea ioc i >e xb a - cent Cd m 1 is bebtoed to be p e^ to- 1 - vi>, km 
v I •.: o dx modules hmnanons that are similar to those described above with respect to claim 1. 
tod-.p--; , me < ^ ;n x - ^ v soia" to be allowable 'V at leas; toe -,mu masons noted above. 

Each of the dependent claims is also believed to define patentable features of the 
, , > epes f or- Jem partakes of the novelty of its corusn.. i t \ «. . 

and, as su I - has m I >een ada ess, ! -\ < tk \\ a ren 

4, Clams 35 h rejected under 35 U.S,€, 192(b) as being anticipated by Cronin 

et ah 

Crossm disclose ass emergency equipment station 10 Raving a portable 
defibrillator, case or mors batteries with a low battery detector 18/19 (see column 4, 

lines 2$-37) ' 

indepeodea ea mm to- fx en amended to include stance matter of claim d? u 

t O ! U si U i s j \\ ; ^ ( > ; ! > 

defibrillator. 

d_ ( -> 1 i t ) <. c , ! nmhle <. 

protecting a deilh -mat u s ikies an ik ra thum sy:to<m or issuing an alert during a 
cardia , eid see col 2. lines 5-t~) 

\ _ s 1 s_a J s On ( U rc ,f t to v' a > 1 >. 

^ s , > < e- v ! ^ v > ! v ^ a u - ' i> 1 

- i o i < , n.ih s Ltp ikitc si*i a is ! v v ,1 on, " m ,^ 
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Claim Rejecti&fis - 55 £/,VC# /ft? 

6, Clahns 8, 29, 50, 40-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
aapateHtabk over Morgan ei al. in view of Hinchcr (i?.S. Patent No. S,?93,280). 

Morgan et ah teaches ail the limitations of the claims except for « detector 
for detection of a« obstruction to viewing. However. Hincher discloses «» emergency 
equipment station §0 with a defector 82 for detection of art obstruction to viewing, 
an audible alarm 44, and a visual alarm 42. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill So the art to have provided the device of Morgan et al. 
with detector for detection of an obstruction to s k wing as sogt ' in Hincher, 
Doing so woafd provide an effective emergency equipment station (see column2, 
fuses MH> 

With respect to claim 8, to have the detection range of 0 inches to 10 feet is 
ahvioas with one skilled in the art and furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with either 
claimed dimensions or the Hiacher's device. Therefore, it would have been an 
obvious master »f design choke to modify the device or Morgan et al. is view 
Hincher to obtain the invention as specified in claim 8. 

1 des that M in doe ' et t > o 

ce^Ctvr; > t t. t.jo.lfxs.vx To provide this ; irotfjloon iLo T\ x snt^cr ,pn.-ats b) pto.ni 
to Hincher, which describes a motion detector that detects the presence of people, in this regard, 

lit;,, Sk v. a 

Other conditions may be momtered to effect operation of beacons 62, 64. As seen in FIG. 
<, , v ! ;i i 1 >uih. ' , s Mo ,„ , ^ k;u ■ k<) d 

contacts o4 ckeorrg « circuit whet! motion is detected. In :■ buikb.ne. o is .s reasonable assumption 
thai people :>xe iiequcntiy moving. and ihai human presence may be miened by detector;; of 

< X < • t i '<.''%.! v < - . V U v. 'v- j ! i I, i et 

! s > nt t ( sv > N 

elector 82 lersb >d o detec. nioti i >art I he motiof o 

v ) v v J kO ! ' . U) u ^ s. i - <. > ! 

dtcates c s e exthmushei br; ckt t i vine i the m r tec 

corpo . reb vi and < >r audible alerts are provided only when, moving bodies are 

present. 

However, an inanimate obstruction such as a stack of boxes would not be detectable by 
i - >n s Botch Is at least to disclose igge 1 f 

- , j j \ - v. < 1 ' I 'Mho rvr -bC! "WO ! v C \l * e 



as? ihe erne eqtupn station, as required b) unended idependet claims! aid 
28, which are ilk a to b< pi itabk 

)cm claims dsn xdi ed 10 define tent bk 1 H res rdthe 
invL-nfic-n. bach dependent claim partakes of the novelty of irs corresponding independent claim 
i! ^ m .---m it 'I v he ? , 

7, Claims 9, ! 0, 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) «s being 
tmpaleniabk over Morgan et aJ. in view of Rockwell et al. 

Morgan ei ah teaches all she limitations of the claims except for that 
cem»rantcatio» between two emergency equipment stations. However, Rockwell 
discloses aa emergency equipment station with wireless communications thai is 
capable wills point -to-potnt communication with another emergency equipment 
staihm (see column J i, hoes 2S+), Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to have provided the device of Morgan w ! ith the 
communication between two emergence equipment stations as suggested by 
Rockwell Doing so- would provide a convenience and effective emergency 
equipment station (see etihuno 5, lines 2-57). 

Rockwell does not remedy the forgoing deficiencies of Morgan. For example,; Rockwell 
is not er\,okvo de-vr-lv o rnmaest a detector located al an etne-gency ^ - k • s . 

detection of ihe presence of an obstruction to viewing of or access to the emergency equipment 
s c m rki o <v\\ " <i w.es ,v ,\ opr. ate v < . ^vr nu ia on am a v wotk 0, 
c, ^ , . udmokyey jsnsed to esubh^becre 

FKISand col. 5, lines 1-59). 

S. Claims 33 and 34 are rejected under 3$ VS,C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Morgan eS ah in view td'Cronin ei al. 

Morgan et ah teaches all the limitations of the claims except for a defector 
for a low battery condition. However, Croain et at, discloses an emergency 
equipment station 18 having a portable defibrillator, one or more batteries with a 
low battery detector 18/ J 9 (see column 4, lines 29-37), Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have provided the device of 

i n between I i enes > < i <■ 1 

suggested by Cromo et al. Doing so would provide a convenience and effective 
3ie< , ? ii 

Croniii does not remedy the forgoing deficiencies of Morgan. For example, Qonm is 
c-, % > \u atadtk tot orated m emetget c\ c pm > 
, ^ , , * <\ nme ,v f ' <"sna>m «. \ „c ,n,to ^ toi\. n a- ^ -a* i en 



beatable nd is cap f issuing ueru tring a cardia a st maiden (see col 2 ines 5-67) 

% Claims 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. ! 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cronin si ai. in view of Morgan et »l» 

Croisin et at. teaches all the limitations of the claims except for a wireless or 
a hardwire communication. However, Morgan ei al. dhdoses an emergency 
equipment station with wireless or hardwire communication capabilities. Therefore, 
it woakl have been obvious te one having ordinary skill in the art to have provided 
the device of Cronis et aL with a wireless or a hardwire communication as suggested 
by Morgan el aL Doing so would provide a versatile emergency equipment station 
(see eolnnm 1, lines 25-40). 

ovc Cronin is not understood to rented} 5 i < cieso 

Morgat \s ep< dentc i s 36 9 respec ully depet ! upon ended ux! 
v j ! - s „o * v rat claims 36-39 are also patentable os or the conillination of cited 
references. 

It is believed that, all of the pending claims have been addressed. However, the absence 
of a reply to a specific rejection, issue of comment does not sign. ; > ay cement with or 
e v ,s u o i^ijC h tomni it n <. 1 o n >i i 1 >\c 

may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or 
other claims) that have not been expressed- Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as 
an intent to concede any issue with regard, to any claim, except as specific* Us sia ed in ih •> 
paper, and 1 amendment \ i claim dues no? n ^ s 1 signify concession of 
t n s trior to its amct d nent. 

i b i mendments an< em arks, Applicants respectfn ibm la 
ihcappt;i<m»! i < tion lot lowance, and suet etioii $s respect tl i eqaesi ;n tlx 
1 v t t ? „\;-1k'--i eemcmencc. 

U\ e U I IJ i J u ^ () 

< eted ti undersign t 617 i8-2i91 
et i not it of $5 0 fen tlx P on for Extensiot f Time fee is be n pa; 
\~ a v^'U J.Jd'ih Fn M\ten d Si! \ ^ <>i b > ^ 1 <. oj 
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